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referred to the original for a proper exposition of the Doctrine of
Spielrdume. Briefly, but not very intelligibly perhaps, he may
be said to hold that the hypotheses for the probabilities of which
we wish to obtain a numerical comparison, must refer to 'fields'
(Spielrdume) which are e indifferent/ ' comparable ' in magnitude,
and ' original' (ursprunglich). Two fields are * indifferent3 if
they are equal before the Principle of Non-Sufficient Reason;
they are c comparable' if it is true that the fields are actually
of equal extent; and they are e original' or ultimate if they are
not derived from some other field. The last condition is exceed-
ingly obscure, but it seems to mean that the objects with which
we are ultimately dealing must be directly represented by the
* fields' of our hypotheses, and there must not be merely correla-
tion between these objects and the objects of the fields. The
qualification of comparability is intended to deal with difficulties
such as that connected with the population of different areas of
unknown extent; and the qualification of originality with those
arising from indirect measurement, as in the case of specific
density.
Yon Kries's solution is highly suggestive, but it does not seem,
so far as I understand it, to supply an unambiguous criterion
for all cases. His discussion of the philosophical character of
probability is brief and inadequate, and the fundamental error
in his treatment of the subject is the physical, rather than logical,
bias which seems to direct the formulation of his conditions.
The condition of Ursprunglichkeit, for instance, seems to depend
upon physical rather than logical criteria, and is, as a result,
much more restricted in its applicability than a condition, which
will really meet the difficulties of the case, ought to be. ' But,
although I differ from him in his philosophical conception of
probability, the treatment of the Principle of Indifference, which
fills the greater part of his book, is, I think, along fruitful lines,
and I have been deeply indebted to it in formulating my own
conditions in Chapter IV.
Of less closely reasoned and less detailed treatments, which
aim at the same kind of result, those of Sigwart and Lotze are
worth noticing. Sigwart's1 position, is sufficiently explained by
the following extract: " The possibility of a mathematical treat-
ment lies primarily in the fact that in the disjunctive judgment
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